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a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date ofthefina ^ ^ .wch^r h tatar. In no 

b m The oeriod for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of th,s ^^^^^^ ° f the final releCti0n ' 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b). . 

n-Hnn Aooellart's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
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The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: " " « ™ « 7 7? 77 ' 82 and 8ft 

rinimf«a withdrawn from consideration: ■ 
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JFontinuation of 2. NOTE: the insertion of "on the recipient, and is" in claims 4, 23, 28, 32, 39, 47, 49,53,65,83,and 87 would require 
further consideration. 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the arguments are directed to the new issues 
inserted into the claims, but the amendment has not been entered. In addition the prior art still reads on the claims. The argument that 
"the Examiner has admitted that Varelis et al does not disclose or suggest the teaching that the support member aids in the placement of 
the couplers on the recipient' is not persuasive since the examiner does not admit this. The examiner has stated that the claim does not 
state that the system "aids in the placement of the couplers on the patient", but the Examiner does not state that Varelis does not teach 
this On the contrary, the examiner also points out in the previous action that Varelis states that the system also can be used to prevent 
entanglement of ECG cables when in use. Finally, as stated in the previous action, a recitation of intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. Varelis et al is 
capable of performing the intended use and therefore meets the limitations in the claims . 
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